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Sir: 

Appellants hereby submit this Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review in 
connection with the above-identified application. A Notice of Appeal is filed 
concurrently herewith. 

In the Final Office Action dated December 4, 2006, the Examiner used 
Chandrakasan to reject all claims with some rejections based on a combination of 
Chandrakasan with other cited art. Appellants respectfully submit that the art of 
record fails to teach at least one element of the claims thereby rendering the 
Examiner's rejections defective. 

Chandrakasan is directed to an adaptive power supply to provide power to 
a particular kind of transistor structure (a "triple well" transistor structure). See 
e.g., col. 2 II. 43-52. Chandrakasan explains that the disclosed system responds 
to an "operating condition" to control power consumption of the device in which 
the adaptive power supply is located. Examples of such operating conditions are 
given as temperature and workload. Col. 2 II. 36-38. Chandrakasan teaches 
selecting and setting a supply voltage to control power dissipation. For example, 
Chandrakasan teaches that a "system cooperatively adjusts both a supply 
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voltage and a threshold voltage, in response to a present operating condition of 
the digital circuit, to control power dissipation." Col. 2 II. 54-57. 

In the Examiner's Response to Arguments (page 1 1 of the Final Office 
Action), the Examiner relied heavily on col. 6 II. 18-55 of Chandrakasan. That 
passage discloses a closed control loop implemented to "cooperatively select and 
apply a supply voltage and select and set a threshold voltage, and thus control a 
power dissipation." Co. 6 II. 44-46. 

Claim 1 requires, among other limitations: 

if an operating voltage for the system is between two thresholds, the 
power management logic forces the electrical load to operate in a 
reduced power state." 

Thus, claim 1 requires forcing a load to operate in a reduced power state based 
on the operating voltage for the system. The operating voltage is thus a trigger 
for the system's power state. Chandrakasan does not teach or even suggest 
forcing a load to operate in a reduced power state if an operating voltage is 
between two thresholds. Instead, Chandrakasan teaches adjusting power supply 
voltages based on operating conditions such as temperature and workload. 
None of the other art of record satisfies this deficiency of Chandrakasan. 
Whereas Chandrakasan teaches setting the power supply voltage to achieve a 
target power dissipation, claim 1 requires forcing the load to operate in a reduced 
power state based on whether the operating voltage is between two thresholds. 
At least for this reason, claim 1 and all claims dependent thereon are in condition 
for allowance. 

Independent claims 12, 16, and 18 contain the same or similar limitation as 
claim 1. Thus, claims 12, 16, and 18 and their dependent claims are patentable 
at least for the same or similar reason as claim 1 . 

Appellants also respectfully note that an argument regarding claim 2 was 
previously present (Response filed September 28, 2006), but was not addressed 
by the Examiner. 

Appellants respectfully request reconsideration and that a timely Notice of 
Allowance be issued in this case. It is believed that no extensions of time or fees 
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are required, beyond those that may otherwise be provided for in documents 
accompanying this paper. However, in the event that additional extensions of 
time are necessary to allow consideration of this paper, such extensions are 
hereby petitioned under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a), and any fees required (including 
fees for net addition of claims) are hereby authorized to be charged to Hewlett- 
Packard Development Company's Deposit Account No. 08-2025. 



HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY 

Intellectual Property Administration 

Legal Dept., M/S 35 

P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, CO 80527-2400 



Respectfully submitted, 




PT© Reg. No. 44,144 
CONLEYfcOSE, P.C. 
(713) 238-8000 (Phone) 
(713) 238-8008 (Fax) 
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